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]^3BE^ teascss ^a^^ psB-as ^ ^ iS 'jjfsasS' ^EsS^ 
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UNITED STAT^ DISTRICT OXJRT 

- - HDR THE-DISTRICT-OF COLUMBIA ■■ JAM l|20y7 

TODliftSPRA^lMi, - WMCY MAYER WHlTm'GTfl?J, CLERK 

Plato.fJff, ^ .; CASE M3. 05-1187 (ESH) ^^-^^^^^ 

BUREAU OF PRISON r I 

Defsidant n . 

PLABOTIFF'S OBJECTIONS TODEFEi^Mr^S RENEWS® 

]yo^ia^f to dismiss or;., in ihe alternative, for 

. SU^f^IAKY,aiJDC5MENr 



Pla:i^tiff respectfuUy files th:?^ objections to tiie f ollow:|jig which he 
reS^ivsd oa Tuesday, Decanbsr 26> 2006t ^ 

1* Defendant's Renewe^a fyfotidn'toVD-^BiT^ or, m ^ ■ 

the Alteimative, for Suimiair^.'Jiidgnent 

2. Statement of iriaterial Fact^ riot ir. Genuine D:fjsp;ite 

3. Defendant's Memorandum , of Po.^jits and Authorities in sxjpport 
'Of Renewed Motion to a-i-^n^s^/ofy isi the Alternative, 

for Surmary Judgment,. v-.v.;;,; 

Pia:?jxtiff also rece:Tved the Cotet^fe^^ODd^ Decenber 14, 2006 on December 20, 
■ %0y:'at^about:5:i5,p.m,.- - ; ' /x^'^?}^^ . ' 

.. . ^_. ■. . ■ , ■ ...... .■/:,: :c-:^*--v^. ^' 

Defendant asserts that plamiy^'^fa^:!^^ ^ a claim i^xDfi-^icfa reij.ef 

may \ be granted and there ?js^ no Vgenu^iie"^;^^ iTiater:J.al fact and believes 

simraary jud^ent is appropriate^^ ^^ nuist faU because 

indeed plaintiff stated a claim ^'^wei^ facts ^ as defendant 

faUed to"ma:?jntam platetiff's record" will- "a^^ reasonableness to assure 

fa^fjmess, aswell as deliberately i fals£fj^:fjig /and fabricat^^ng h?:s records vvh.ich 
caused aa adverse deterniteation in ^^ 

The secoiid supplemental declaration by febP-^guard Kathleen Qaigley at page 2 K 3 
,^^d.icates pla^jitiff sought a copy of j^ycholbgJ-^ Plajjntiff sought 

"tiie entire f5ie" and the approx^^iiiat^iy 500^ pl^^ documents. At if 10 of QtD.gley's 
declaration \T_ndiGatea that the case mabagert( Robert Ferretti) searched pla:!-atif-ff's 
Geatrai File for the documents, Also;-^^ 1f''li Quigley :fndicated that 123 
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pages of mJ-Xtary documents was located ia the Central YyX^ arxi f orv^arded to a 

X- - ■ - ■■'■ ■ 

'"forsnsxc psychologjst .\dsntif xed by pla:^jnt,-i±f . - 

The declarat:r.an by Robert Nagle and Robert Ferrett.l TO-H be espla^^xied below 

i^fef-Ch lacks merit ^jn an effort to oover-up for thejjr ,^xteptness* 

Accord-'^jng to both the Court's Order of December 14, 2006 aad defendant's 

various documents mentioned above instructed that pla:?jitiff ^s fa:i«iure to respond^ 

the Court w7.11 accept defendant's notxCM^i for sunmary judgment, ^Hierefore, 

pla-'fjit.lff ijs mdeed respond:f^g. 

11. 

Concermug defendant's statement of material facts defendant ,tod.lcated are 

,°fn genu.'Tjne dispute $s meritless and stsnnary judgment should be d^xied and further 

proceed-'^jngs taken by fhys Court o 

In If 1 .tndeed pla:fiitiff requested a copy of the "entire Sie," ^^ich 

defendant failed to conply m.th to .^n.clude fa^^JLure to comply w?-th the FDIA/PA 

statutory tjme l,mlt yn respond.Tjxg and pla,^nt:l^f had to :ijnit.^-ate tW^ action* 

(See^ "Pla^jcitiff *s Cort^med AfSjdav:f-t, Objecti<^s to Defendant's Motion to Dismj^s, 

Def^idant*s Statement of Hater.i^l Facts Not ysi Genu-^xte Dispute ^ and Defendant's 

Memorandum'' dated S^tember 20, 2006, Doc # CMoiowa, ) Quigley's declaration 

5j;idlcated pla:ijitiff *s IDIA request was received by the BOP aa or about l^^^l 5, 

2006. Although Quigley* :fndicated iiiat pla^Jitiff's request ^^s received Apr.^J_ 5, 



1 

The forensic psychologist, Dr* James H^JLkey, i:s ret:Jxed ch-^-ef forensic 
psychologi::st of FCI Butner, M!!, and also former professor of University of North 
CaroUma - Ghapel R-tJ.!^ m^o jjxttj.ally worked on pla.'intiff' s cr^iiUinal case m 1986. 
Moreover^ Dr. H^iey, examiteed pla.-fjatiff on Jane 2, 2006 at BCI Pt* D:?jc, NJ, after 
the prison adnrfxLj:stxati<^ repeatedly refused to allow Dr. Hiiikey to exaidne for 
well over 18-moni±is, travell?xig from NC, te lA^jch Dr* KiJJ^ey clearly zimdlicated 
plaxnt,'f-ff should be released from prteon, (See, "Pla^ritiff *s Ccmb.-tj^ed iyiotion and 
Amended Gonpla^nt to Add Cla-^in and Defendants" dated December 9, 2006 for details^ 
; Doc # Unloxown, ) Dr. H,-TjJcey te a lead-*txig forensic expert who \ms also an expert on 
the case of John Rij^kley ^o had shot President Konald Reagan. 
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2006, pla^Jitlff rscelvsd no respanse^^^M^^^ £lled AporiJ- 19^ 2006 and 

^ recawed by ths BOP on AprU 28 , 2006 ( Sse , Coa5)la,-fxLt ExJilbits i / 2 and 3 } , and 
still dsfeodaat totally d?-sregarded statutory pro^:i^i_ons and never responded to 
the 5DLA request /appeal unt,iJ- .toit.'f^tloa of this action* 

In If 2 pla.'fxitif^f has no way of knowmg the facts of the assertion by Qulgley 
concem^^jig the KDIA number and no date was provjjded as to iwhen the BOP assigned 
such FOIA niimber to platet^if's request ^^Sxlch perhaps roay have shown sa^jd nijmber 
assigned after rinlt^ation of thijs action. 

In If 3 defendant ?s correct that pla>nt--t±f placed tjie BOP on notice and^ 
st,iJ-l, the BOP failed to t^iinely respond to the FOIA request • Ihat is, on ApriJL 
19 r 2006^ pla:5ntlff nulled the roiA Appeal TAJxlch was received Apr^iJ, 28, 2006 (See, 
CoTpla^nt ExWhits 2 and 3) and the BOP refused to respond t^ely as provided by 
statute* 

In f 4 defendant ,ted.lcated that (xi June 5, 2006 the BOP ISbrtheast Regj.onal 
Office sent a request to PCI Ft. D5-Xo Pla^jatiff has no Imowledge of th?^ assertion, 
because no trimely response was filed by defendant to pla-f-ntiff *s POIA 
request /appeal * 

In f 5 defendant !fjidicated platotlff fiJ-ed the instant con^lamt on June 30, 
2O06. Platetiff .mitriated fay plac.^Jig the CaT$>la.^j^t yii the 0*S. lyfeil on June 14, 
2006 Jjn iwhjjch the txml box rule apply that whenever pla:tjit:?ff delivered same to a 
prteon guard it ij& deemed f5-led* Moreover, the Docket Sheet shows the Conpla.ijQt 
received June 29 ^ 2006* 

In f 6 defendant .indicated that 46 pages of documents wsare sent to a 
forensic psychologist identified by pla^intiff; however ^ defendant at said stags 
nor Qa-fgley .identified Dr* James H,^JJcey by name, 

Piajntlff contends that no response is reqa-ixed to defendant's iff 7-10, 
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la If 11 dsfendant 5iidtcatsd that op. Decembsr A, 2006^ 123 pagss of mUitazy 
'^docMn^ntelfas rsleased. Plalmfcxff asserts that tiie"123 pages of documsnts " ' 

released are not the dociments An question, as these are old documents from 
plar^-ntlff *s -Central FjJe isi possession of Robert Ferretti^ Case lyianager, and 
soneone pla^^ntiff should consider litigate an act^lon aga,iiist for bungled 
pla?-nt.*fjef's parole hear.-f Jigs. Moreov^er, Ferret tl's declaratl<^^ nor Qulglsy, or 
defendant document fa>J-ed to Identified the documents merely that 123 pages were 
released. In fact, on Nov^nber 30, 2006 at about 11:25 a.m., plairjntlff identified 
,^ja Ferretti's hands v^lkSsxg out the uni± w.th plarrntiff *s Central F:Tj.e — assuming 
deliver^iig sans to the PCI Ft. D:tjs corrupt legal office reun by oorrupt-lyring 
guarx3s Nicole Ahmed and Tara Moran ~ two guards well known for outright 
obstruction and ?jiterfer5-ng w:T_th pr>^oners* administrative rsned^ conpla:^ jats . It 
i^ vorth noti-ng to the Court jjideed platotif f reviewed hi-f-s Central F^J.e previously 
and the 123 pages of dociments were not and are not the docum^its be?Jig sought isi 
fehi'S action. Miat defendant i^ do,i-ng ijs merely prov?dLmg any documents to 
^jidicate docum^its were prov^jded and a search conducted isi various locations ^xi an 
effort^ to o^^erccme sumnary judgment, TAiien ixi fact, defendant doesn't even know 
Tfljxat or yiere thfe 500 pages of documents are' located through the.^jr tard?-ness and 
sloppy recordkeep.'TXig s,ii:ice there ^.s no oversight aga,Tjist the cornet BOP and its 
guards — and throu^ th.^s corruption and slopp^mess creates aSverse deteiTiu-natlc^ 
against plaintiff . That said, the 123 pages of documents frcm plar^n^t^-ff *s Central 
File are not the documents under request* 

For :argument sake, be th?js ti^e case $± 123 pages' of docunents was recovered 
from pla-'rntiff^s Central F.Oe^ can the Court please get the defs^dant to explato 
-vdiere .^.s the approx.-^inately 377 other documents are when Robert Ferretti is 
reqa^xsd to ma5xi.ta.'tjnL program conpleti-ons /cert j-ficates /memorandums, etc., isi the 
Central File? As noted above pla>^tif f reviewed the Central FjJLe and the 
dociments are non-ex^^tence, a show:?jig of a Prj:vacy Act v:i.olation v*iere?jn an 
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adverse dsterm-fjiation has been inadi .n^n aiat plafr^it^^f ^ v^^ dsn.led parole ttorough 
the retali^toty tactics applied hy the B3P and its guards"" 

III. 
In defendant notion, the?jr if 1 :t_s an outjright lie as it ,-TXLdicates plaintiff 
requested release of the psychological report prepared by psychology- ?-n tern Ja^ie 
Berry between Jxme 23 and July 11, 2000. Pla^jatiff requested the "ent^^xe f.^-le" 
\*Lich wDuld shov; that the report conta?.ns retaliatory, false and ^jnaccurate 
,mfonnation vvhich y^s used adversely against plaixitiff to deny parole* Defendant 
exW-bit 2 and Oiigley's declaration are vague and .^nccnplete and fa.^J-ed to address 
the rfB^ue, Indeed, pla^-rjatiff st,^jLl ccxitends that ^)prox,ninately 500 plus docunents 
are oatstahd:fjng and rm-ss.ijng through defendant's taxd:lness and care-not attitude in 
its recordkeep.^iig as there 5^ no oversight to the BOP nightmare of corruption, 
-because t±ie "keepers of the ksys" outright h.ide the corruption beK^jad t±Le BOP 
un.TjEorm of corruption. 

The 123 pages of documents outlrfjned in Ferretti*s declaration CT 3 and 4 are 
jtiot the documents under request* (See above, j-n addressing defendant's if 11 for 
detail in \/*Lich tiiis 123 pages are not the documents. ) Qu?.glsy's Supplenental 
Declaration W 10, 12 and Ferretti's exhiJbit 7 are not the dooirients under request. 
All defendant .^.s dojjxg is merely supplying "any" docunents in an effort to get the 
Gdurt to grant them sisrmary jijdgnent in that they've conducted a search of 
plaintiff ^s Central F^-J-le, Th-te scheme inust fai-1, 

Pla:^j^tiff clearly states a claim upon ^ich relief can be granted* Defendant 
had possession of the documents and the documents di-sappeared ^SJ-e in the BOP 
possession, leading to an adverse determination agai-nst plaintiff* 

Throughout th:?js action genu.i:ne issues of material facts exists and sumnary 
judgnent i^ ^napprcprate and the defendant must provMe the documents or striJce 
the so-called psychology-.irttem's report prepared by psychology-intern Jami_e Berry, 
t^lch \\as used agai^nst pla.1ntiff to deny parole, and contradicted ty two lead.'tjig 
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forensj.c experts w±h comb^iied 70 pliiis Vfear^' ' e^^erxehcs: J^oies Wlkey, VW, 

2 

Forensic Psychologtet; and, Danj.el Schwartz, MD, Forensic PsycM^tr.-i^t, That i^Sr 

the psychology-5-atern report iirost be struck fran t±ie record to asstire fa.'Jjraess to 
platetiff and a. new parole heaxrysig conducted, ut?X*f^ing the two forensic e>5)srts^ 
reports: HjJJcey {viho isitt^^lXy ex<sm-ned plamtiff m 1986 and 1967 vii?J-e he was 
cW.ef forensic psychologist at FCI Butner^ and most recently on June 2, 2006 at 
PCI Ft. D7Jx) , and Schwartz (who personally exaiujied n^re than 1^000 nrarderers). 

Sellers v. Bureau of Prjjsons , 959 F.2<i 307, 312 (D.CXte, 1992) deaL^jng mth 
a parole i^sue s.milar as such confronted by pladjntiff hold.-Txig, "As Icxig as the 

i_nfontiation conta,*fjQed m ^^ agency's file :?^ capable of be^jstg verfjfied, then, 

the agency nrast take reasonable steps to ma5nta:5ii tiie accuracy of the ?-nfo3::nHtion 
fa.'fJLs to maL-Jnta^Ji >-ts records ixi that way and, as a result, niakes a detenmxiation 
adverse to :an .^nd^ividual, then it wJLl be l,°f^ble to that person for money damages*" 
Here, defendant deliberately, w?-llfully, 5jntentionally, and know^^gly falsified 
the psychology--*i-nte3ni's report to caxise plad-ntijff .irreparable hami, \vtLen in fact^ 
ttie 500 plus documents that cannot ''now" be located would have been favorable to 
plarontiff, Siat yjs, pla^tet^-ff was retaL-t^ted aga.-r-nst and the psychology^intem*s 
report conta.^Jis false and >^accurate tefounation that could have eas:?JLy ve^Jfied; 
toweyer, as plamtif f challenged the defendant — the documents disappeared* 

In a s?HuJ.ar sense and a class^^c exanple is that after pla-*fjit?j£f caught 

med^j^al guards del:rJberately, knowingly, mtentionally, and vrf-llfully 

fals?±y,mg tds medical records to coyer-up/ and said medical r£co3::ds for a 10 year 

periled iiriraculously d-teappeared from December 27, 1996 to January 11, 2005, as 



2 

See J fn 1 at page 1, Also, Dr. Schwartz personally exa^iB-ned more than one 
thcosand (1,000) inarderers and bad to deternrfiie the5x denagerousness, (See, also 
the Amended CcrTpla:tjit for deta.^-ls and facts , Doc # Unknown* ) 
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^iCknowle^ged by Hri Ft, D:J-x Warden CSarlSs^ E*- Satiue Md:v±ionally, even \fyexi 

pla^Jitif f prcfvlded evidsncs tiiat medical gaaxds fals!:fj6xed iiie records oa at least 
■four occasions ysi that pla.-Jjnttff fa^-led to show-up for cardiology and orthopedic 
appointments, the Ass.-J^tant Healiji Serva^ce AcfcTxi:T^trator (Durr), a known l?.ar and 
sp^xmer prepared the response for Waiden Samuels * signature that plaintiff 
provided no evidence* The attached so--called admm^-strative remedy concerning the 
medical records .-t^ expla.-rxxed to show the sloppy record keep.^xig by the BOP, ^en 
medical arecords :?-S only ^si one location and difficult to believe same disappeared 
in a one- floor highly secured area at PCI Ft. Dij^. Thi^ i^ no d'^^ferent that that 
of the 500 plus dociments dls^peared \tofJ_e 7x1 the psychology-,^xitem^s possession - 
then fabricated aid falsriiled tiie psychology-toteam^s so-called report that was 
used to deny parole* (ExMJDit 1)» How ^-s it possible for prtjs<^e3rs as such as 
plaSnt.^_ff to experience fa^^mess #ien conpla,^jnts are SJLed aga:fjist guarcSs are the 

same ones preparmg responses for the warden's signature and the warden just signs- 

3 

off on these responses as thougS^ nothing iB wrong. 

IV. 
Defendant's arguments >-S w?-thout merit and must be rejected: 

SEAICH aM)UCrED 
Defendant indicate*! that in response to pla:fiitlff' s request, the EOF requested 

documents fron PCI Ft. Di^^, :iii ^A*iich according to Qulglel the psfchology guard 

4 

forward^ the dociinents .^n the Psychology Data S3;stem (PDS). Accordroig to Quigley 

46 pages of records had been identified and forwarded to plamtiffVs e^^ert. Dr. 



3 

Pla.mtiff has been in pr.ison for 21 plus years and conf.'Jned at 14 gulags/ although 
a fiiiBt t^me offender, and has witnessed tihe proliferation of the out-of-ccsmtrol 
corruption from the top to the bottom isi which guards at all levels are related 
w:?±h each other. Hiey ll_e, cover-^^^ obstruct, hi-nder and ^re outright worst 
crfj6d.nals than i^feat they are keepteg^ as guards have repeatedly stated they have 
tile judges, US Attorneys ^ FBI, OIG^ congress , Internal affairs^ and other agencies 
to protect than* Soie of th?js corruption barely surfaced viien a fedreal agent of 
the OIG was murdered by the "BOP professional, corrupt guard" at PCI Tallahassee on 
June 21, 2006, {E3*3a>it 2), 

4 _ 

The BOP ma^'xitains the PDS, as a "computer file on all pr?-soners. 



'";?^"5'-!??^^5Cfvr^VT^?^""'" "''^^"■'j^^'^-"'.t4''r!?«! 
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Hilkey, Qulgley nor the defendant. iiid.lcats?d name(s) of the psychology guards \dio 
furn.i^hed the 46-pages to the regional of ©-ce. Moreover, pla.'^-nt:'i-ff clearly 
^3dj-cated tiiat the documents exir^ted at: FCl Petersburg, yet the request was made by 
defendant to PCI Ft* D:^jc, as pla^^xitiff clearly ^jdent,*i±.ted the documents, dates, 
place and location. 

Indeed r pla?-atiff is openly accusmg the BOP ^id its ^ards of corruption from 
the top to l±ie bottom^ as the psychology report ^^s assigned to psychology ^intern 
Jam.ie Berry, and the documents (the 500 plus documents) v\^s provided to the 
appropr,-?^ts guard ~ the psychology- :t^tem guard — Berry — ifliho had an obligation 
to secure those documents and used same :T_n a fa,-fx and egaitable manner to assure 
fa:?mess to plaintiff. Instead^ the psychology totem had no toterest in 
perform tog U't.s job to a professional manner, only getttog through the toterosh^p to 
successfully corplete h^^s doctorate, no experience and no si:5)erv,^^ion, (Ihe 
platotiff does more counsel tog each day of h-^^ fellow prrf-soners than \^hat the 
cortotoed psychology guards perform, ) 

Defendant firxally contacted a psychology-guard. Dr. Robert Nagle^ at FCl 
Petersburg ais to the 500 plios docijneats, and Nagle TA?as d:T-xected to conduct a search. 
Nagle at if 4 of h?:s declaration merely reiterates ^*iat he was told; at if 7 of h.^-s 
declaration, Magle todioated dortog the tijne of the psychology r^x>rt four guards 
were parfcic^pattog to "toterash^ip" and a f^J-e to kept on each guard, vdiereto the 
f^iles do not contato any documentation related to tod.lv:fdual prtooners - to tiir?^ 
case pla^toti^f -0 and that the files d.id not contato the 500 plus documents. 

At f 8 Nagle ?xjdicated platot.^^f wasn^t at Petersburg for a forensic 
evaluation, although the psychology guard at FCI Ft. Djjc (Drew Kerr) tos toted that 
FCl Ft, Dto couldn't do the report because it was a forensic report vvhen to fact it 
wasn*t a forensto report — and platot^'J.ff repeatedly todicated such to Kerr that it 
wasn*t a forensic report. However, at FCl Ft, Di^K pla,totiff repeatedly toformed 
the t±ie psychology guards that ii: ^wasn^t a forensic report, and after a mountato of 
lies by FCI Ft. Disc psychology guards, platotiff ^aB retaltotory transferred to 

8 
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Petersburg to have the report prepared. Pl^^jatlff ms' taken An a pr^wate jet at ' 
taxpayers expenses, TA*ierete the general report could have been prepared at FCl Ft. 
Kj5c, and sufcro-tted by the mxt?^l due date of May 1, 1999, ^^en the report wasn't 
prepare unt7-i im.d-2000 and pla?jntlff dero.ed parole based cm the false and 
ii^acGTorate psychology-tetsm^s r^)ort, (See, "Pla.'t^txff *s Gmbtoed Motion and 
^ tended Ccnpla.tjQt to Add Clam and Defendants,'' dated December 9/ 2006, for a 
detar'-l explanation. Doc # Ifetknowa.) 

At If 9 of Nagle's declaration he fed^lcates that It ?3 not nonr^i procedure at 
rci Petersburg psychology department to accept these documents from prj^cxiers, and 
If the psychology guard accepts same. It may be reviewed t±te returned to the 
pr^teoner. Further, Nagle >-ndjx:ates there te no evidence that pla^tetlff prov^.*fjded 
these documents to any guard(s) of the psychology department at Petersburg. Hrst, 
: fegle never indicates that the practice of not accepting documents frcm prlsoner(s) 
at Petersburg ^ a practice at that gulag only or a natlcx^al policy throughout the 
BOP; seccxidly, Nagle never .^Jidlcated that the psychology-?jitem guard (Berry) lAas 
.^xistructed not to accept the documents frcm plaintiff; and, thrlrdly, Nagle ^iipXles 
pla?^tlff rf^ a X^.ar because no ev:r.dence any guard(s} frou the psychology department 
ever took possession of the docunents* But IMagle, wtio Is the ly^^g bureaucrat that 
he 5s, never :Tjnaicated that the psycholog-guard--Berry ^ms contacted. Pla^Ji and 
s^Jiple Nagle ?js a 15.ar cover^iig up the bungled record keep.tjig process and how the 
psychology-Intern sre tr^^jned. In fact, pla^^mtlff draws the Courtis attention to 
the falsSirf-ed and fabricated psychology-:fjitem*s report at page 3 if 3 rfii ^\hlch the 
x^-gort states yn pert^jxent part. 
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evalxoat^xm* He ^^?oluntariiiy siisTLltt^a doctnieatati^ of 

tra^xi^x^ aisd aoo^miodatilbns received ^BfcLO.e fm ttie Amy 
and the Bticeau of Prisons* " 

The above statanent d:?xectly out of ths grossly false ^ .Ijiaccurate and 
im^Iead^'fjQg psychology- ,^Jitem's report qpilte clearly contradicts Nagle's declaration 
that there te no evidence of pla.^jitxff providing the documents to any psychology 
guards. Moreover, pla^^Jitiff w?-ll challenge the grossly false, ?^accurate and 
Tti'T-slead.^jig report that v^s ut.^_l,-l^ed adversely aga?-nst h.-Jjn to deny parole upon the 
Court allowing the Amended Corpla-^jit as a Privacy Act ^^sue to proceed, Pla^'i^tlf f 
has proved Nagle*s declaration Is an outrrJ-ght lie and cover-up. In fact, during 
this litigation plartntlff v0.ll challenge the ent.^xe report v^lch absolutely contajjis 
an abundance of false and ^xiaccurate Infoiimatlon used adversely aga:S-nst pla:ijatlff . 

Nagle ln<lT^ctes at if 6 that us?jig plaintiff's prisoner nunfoer he conducted an 
electroilc search of the PDS and none of the docanents were located provided to 
the toterxi* According to i±ie lies by nagle, the defendant and BOP guards, the only 
way to remove any doubt or the word ''alleged" when dealing W-th tiiese ly^ng 
Bureaucrat:^ ^en docun^its are concerned as situation as th.^^ y^ to maiJJ, by 
Cert.^^led Mail Return Receipt to prove how the BOP and Its guards are outright 
l:?ars at all levels* Obw-ously Nagle y^ the typical bureaucrat, or ^irply^sig thS:s 
Court cannot see beyond ^rtSiat Is d^xectly in fr<:^t the Court eyes. Ihat i^, Nagle 
Indicates that the PDS Is an electronic &±b (See, fn 3 at page 7), where^^xt the 
care-not pBychDlogy-^j^tem would not have scanned those 500 plus documents and 
5>lace same on the PDS, so. there was no reason for Nagle to Insult both pla^iitlff 
and the Court that he searched the PDS for the documents* 



10 
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Whether or not it is normal procedure of the psychology guards accepting 
documents from a pr:isoner is not the po:fjit. Nagle .-Ijidxcates no evidence pla?jatiff 
provided the documents to any psychology guards (Nagls at if 9), yet Nagle .*T_adicated 
he becane a licensed psychologist in 2002, he was not at Petersburg 5ii 2000 v*ien 
the :fntem prepared the false and ^jxaccurate report. Moreover, the psychology- 
intern Berry had no ,njntsrest in pla,tetiff other than conplet:tiig hijs 5iitemsh,ip. 
But accord.-Tjig to Nagle 's declaration he is defend.^-ng the psychology- 5jit em-guard 
(Berry) and procedures he could not have had any idea of to 2000. Further, Nagle 
.todicated he contacted Bsrry. 

Defendant todicated that psychology records are not matotaixied m a 
pr-T^oner's Central F:Ue, and platotiff has access to his Central F-Ue, Also, 
defendant todicated platotiff 's Central File was searched and no such records was 
located, yet 123 pages of railitary documents of th.is 500 plus docunents was 
located. Someone :!j5 lytog and it ,te not platotiff, rather the BOP and its guards. 
If the Central F,iJ.e does not contato such records /documents , then why was the 
Central File searched? The obvious answer ijs s^irple: defendant cannot locate the 
■documents and in an attempt to overcome surnnary judgment, searched the Central 
File show.mg the Court a search of another location was conducted. (Pla.tet.*Jjff 
needs not remtodtog th-is Court that hj-s medical records for a 10 year period 
xTiTraculously disappeared after plamtiff cauc^t medical guards fals^jfytog h:T^ 

medical records. See, above.) 

ADEQUACY OF SEARCH 
The declarations by Quigley, Nagls and Ferretti failed to end the 
search, as they hafve fa,Oed to contact the psychology-:i-ntem-guard regarding the 
documents. It does not take a geMAos that searcK^-ng the PDS (electrc^ic files) 
i^ould yield negative results; and ssarchteg the Central F:?ie (by Ferretti) would 
also yield negative results as defendant :i:ndicates the Central F:5_le does not 
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conta:?!! psychology recotxasV So dsfendant :tjs fooling this Court by prov^ldixig any 
search locatxons, as an excuse that a search has been conducted* And, the 
psychology-.'f_nterns ' fxles only contain personnel .tef opiBtAon . There ,^*-s no 
judication that the psychology-guard K-rxidra Pugh #io was "allegedly" supposed to 
supervise psychology-:fjit em-Berry was contacted or even Berry, Therefore, the 
search :£ not adequate. 

In an effort to kick sand m the Court's eyes, defendant cla-^nns to have 
searched the Central F.Tj_e, a location vAiBre psychology records are not mamta.*tiied 
( accord^ixig to defendant), st:tj_l 123 pages of military documents vdiich are not the 
documents have been ^^entifisd and these documents should be removed frcm the 
Central File. Pla:5jitlff previously reviewed the Central F:iJ_e and the 123 pages of 
documents are not the documents under controversy, 

DEFENmNT HAS NOT RELEASED THE REQUESTED DOCUMENTS 
Defendant and its guards have deliberately, mtentionally , kaow:tngly and 
willfully destroyed and/or hid,ijig the 500 plus documents ,^ji tWjs action to cover-up 
an ."Tiiaccurate, false and m,islead,*fiig psychology-,Tjitem*s report Wrtich was ut^U^-f^sd 
to deny pla-*rntiff parole, ^en sane was contradicted by two lead,^iig forensic 
experts wrv-th comWj^ed 70 plus years' experience. In a s.^milar sense the BOP has 
lost 10 yeaira of pla^jitiff 's medirjcal records after plaiijitiff dif^covered guards 
falsified h.is medical records (Exh-ibit !)• 

The 46 pages and 123 pages does not have anyth^jag to do w:T_th the 500 plus 
documents under request. And, Nagle and h.ts fellow BOP guards merely provMed 
declarations mdicated searches isi which they acknowledged documents do not exist 
,m an effort to support the^j: employer - the corrupt BOP - to defeat platetfif — 
cover:i-ng up the,-fjr own .'f-neptnsss and .'ixtconpetency. Th?^ Court cannot expect a 
better example of the BOP conveniently loos?-ng pla-^xit?_f f ' s medical records from 
1996 to 2005 (EsdirfJDXt 1), isi a smilar sense of the 500 plus documents disappeared 
because the psychology- :T_n tern had no ^-Interest in the accuracy of the report, 
rather only completing h?^ ^-tjntemship. 

12 
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Whether or not dsf endant conducted an adequate search ^ no ev:T.dence has been 
prov^lded that the gaard-Kijndra Pugh, who "allegedly" was supen;^.s?jng the 
psychology- .-fxttem-Bexxy was ever contacted, or even Berry. Therefore, the 
search is ,^jncomplete . The only good faith shown by the BOP and its guards are 
covering up and lying for each other. Pla.*fjitiff .-f^ not speculatmg that the 
documents exists, the search is :i-ncanplete as Pugh and Berry was never contacted 
and psychology- :fja tern Berry fabricated and falsified the report rather than 
preparSxig same w:f-th accuracy to assure fa^jrness. 

POSTS 
Pla.mtif f is entitled to his cost as defendant never respc^ded to the FDIA/ 
Appeal and th.-^^ action had to be teitiated because of the defendant's fa,Oure to 
ccmply w±h statutory t.-tjne Imit of respond^xtg. Defendant only f.ij_ed a response 
to the request through .-rnit.-f^tion of this action. Had defendant responded \v:t±h.te 
statutory ttoe l.-imlts to the FOIA/Appeal, there would have been no need for 
pla^Jitiff to ^'ijiit.'T^te this action. 

J^MENDED Oay[PIAI^3T 
In an order dated December 22, 2b06, the Court ,^-ssued an order denytog as 
tnoot defendant's motion for an enlargement of trrjue, not.-ijig plai^jitiff 's anended 
carpladxit has been properly docketed. Defendant has not yet answered same and the 
Court should withhold dec.^^ion on surmnary judgment on the FOIA part unt.O a 
response i^ filed, because defendant jjideed used the false psychology- 5jit em's 
report adversely to deny parole. 
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OONCLUSION 

The pla.i^tlff .-f^ not perrdtted to "verbally" speak freely and guards often 
take retalrr^tory actions vdienever a pr.'r^oner speaks even in wrltmg. Hj.nebaugh v^ 
Wiley , 137 F,Supp.2d 69, 78 (N.D.N.Y, 2001) hold^jig, "It ijs well settled that 
pr.^^oners have a constitutionally protected f,*fjrst amendment right to petition the 
government for alleged grievances.,.. In accordance w±h th?-s rule. Courts have 
held that when a pr.^^oner files a written grievance w±h the government conta^m.-tjig 
* hostile, sexual, abusive or threaten^^xig' language he may not be puni-shed for 
f?J.?^g It, Bradley , 64 F,3d at 1282. To hold otherwo-se forces a court to draw a 
hazy Lijne between hostile and abusive language and honest, unabashed a^-r,tog of a 
grievance, 'leavrrjng the aggrieved pr,'f_soner guess^-ng ^A^ether he wrf-ll be punished 
for ^at he has said ,^n h.ls formal prri^on compla.'f-nt . ' Id. at 1281. 'If there Ss 
any tme a prteoner should be penultted to speak freely, it .^^ at the bar of 
justice.'" Id. 

The Court should deny sunmaxy judgnentj order defendant to contact guard- 
K.'iiidra Pugh and psychology-,^ jitern-guard Ja,*iiTie Berry regard.-TJig the 500 plus 
doajnents, as well as appropr.^^te action regard:fjig the amended compla^jnt. 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury that the 
£orego,mg is true and correct. 

Respectfjdlly sxtenteed. 




Latcl4,^.e Toolas^^^eiBhfKl #10975-056 
Bulld.'Jxig 5803, PO Box 7000 
Dated: January f ' 2007 Ft. n-^Jx, NJ 08640 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify tiiat a copy of "Pla.-intlff 's Objections to Defendant's Renewed 

Motion to Drismlss or, >ti tlie alternative, for Sormiary Judgment" has been mailed 

postage prepaid by deposit^jag same isi the U.S. Ma.-fJ. on thte the ^/V\ day of 

January, 2007, as: 

Mar.-f^n L. Borum 

Ass,^^tant U.S. Attorney 

555 Fourth St., mi., Clv.-fJL D^.vision 

Wash.i_ngton, DC 20530 
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TOOIASPBASHAD , Latchmie 

Reg. No. 10975-056 
Remedy No. 429114-Fi 



PART B - RESPONSE 

In your Request for Administrative Remedy/ you allege that the 
medical department has intentionally^ willfully^ and knowingly^ 
falsified your medical records on at least four occasions and lost 
some of your medical records. As relief^ you request to have a copy 
of all medical records during your confinement. 

Your medical records, cover the time period of July 16 f 1986 to 
December 2 6^ 1996 and January 12, 2005 to October 30, 2006. It 
appears part of your records have been misplaced. This occasionally 
happens even in the community. Efforts are being made to locate the 
rest of your medical records. You will be charged for copies of 
your medical records requested. Once this fee is collected/ your 
records will be copied and you will be placed on call- out to receive 
the records . 

As for your allegations of the Health Services Department falsifying 
documents in your medical records/ you have provided no 
documentation supporting these allegations. Accordingly/ your 
Request for Administrative Remedy is partially granted. 

If you are dissatisfied with this response/ you may appeal to the 
Northeast Regional Director/ Federal Bureau of Prisons. Your appeal 
must be received in the Northeast Regional Office, U.S. Customs 
House/ 2nd and Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia/ PA 19106/ within 20 
calendar days of the date of this response. 




■^ ii-n-d^ 



Charles E. Samuel S/ Jr. Date 

Warden 
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Ftorida pnsons 

Trouble in 
Tallahassee 

A shootout at a federal prison reveals a 
rotten penal system 

AT 7-3oam on June 21st. federal agents 
/iLshowedup at the Federal Correctional 

Institution in Tallahassee, in Florida. They 
had come to arrest six prison guards on 
charges of having sex with female inmates 
in exchange for contraband. What fol- 
lowed was worthy of a Jimmy Cagney 
film. Ralph Hill, one of the guards who was- 
to be arrested, began shooting at the 
agents. In the crossfire Hill was killed, as 
was William Sentner, one of the agents. 

The gun battle was so fast and furious 
that it was unclear how many bullets were 
fired, or who killed whdrrL A team of fbi 
crime-scene agents was sent immediately 
from Washington to Tallahassee, and is 
still investigating. Three of the five guards 
remain in custody. 

As Governor Jeb Bush admitted, rather 
ruefully, Florida does not need trouble in 
its federal prisons. It has plenty of pro- 
blems v^rith its own Department of Correc- 
tions. Florida pnsons are a iittieiike remote 
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prisoners 

the prisons get the money they want from 
the state legislature— and in Florida it is sel- 
dom denied— they are mostly left alone to 
gd about theirbtisiness- 

What that business sometimes consists 
of was revealed by the death of Martin Lee 
Anderson, a 14-year-old black who was 
sent to a rural "boot camp" in Bay County 
when he violated his probation by going 
for a joyride in his grandmother's Jeep, At 
the camp, which is run along military Hnes 
(with guards yelling in inmates' faces in or- 
der to shame or motivate them), the boy 
was forced to go on a run in January this 
yean When he said he couldn't finish, six 
guards began beating him. All this was re- 
corded on a video that was released to the 
media in February, after the Miami Herald 
had sued to obtain it. 

During the InvestigatiGn of Anderson*s 
death, a batch of e-mails from Guy Tun- 
neil, then chief of the Florida Department 
of Law Enforcement, w^ere also made pub- ' 
He Mr Tunnel had set up the boot camp 
where Anderson died* When the Florida 
Senate Criminal Justice Committee offi- 
cially requested the videotape of Ander- 
son's death, Mr Timnell sent his staff an e- 
mail declaring "Ain't gonna happen!" He 
resigned shortly afterwards. 

In April, students from colleges in and 
around Tallahassee staged a sit-in outside 
Mr Bush's office to protest against Ander- 
son's death. By the end of May, the legisla- 
ture had passed and Mr Bush had signed 
the Martin Lee Anderson Act, which re- 
places the camps with education-based ju- 
venile detention centres, 

Mr Tunnel! was not the only official to 
leave the prison service under a doud. . 
James Crosby, the former head of the Flor- I 
ida Department of Corrections (fd c% also 
resigned in February, Mr Crosby, who was 
in charge of 59 state-run prisons with 
around 89,000 inmates (plus another 70 
or so smaller detention places), had be- 
come the subject of federal and stateinves- 
tigations alleging that he misappropriated 
state funds and property and was involved 
in steroid trafiScldng. 

To dean up the mess, Mr Bush hired 
James McOonough as the new fdc head 
and gave him a fi:ee hand. Jn his first weeks 
on the job, several state prison adminis- 
trators were fired^ "We need aprofessional, 
ethical situation around here," said Mr 
McDonough, laying out three goals: lower 
recidivism rates, improved vocational 
training for prisoners and; better training 
for guards. He also plans to ask the p owers- 
that'be for an increase in the fd c's budget 
after the November elections. 

The federal prisons, however, remain a 
headache that is harder to deal with. And 
uncomfortably close: the gpnhre battle in |^ 
June took place only threemiles east of the 
statue capitol. 
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Name: Latchmie Toolasprashad 3 

Registration Number: 10975-056 
Date of Birtfi; September 7, 1973 

with hopes that she would marry him. After discovering his deception, the victim discontinued the 
relationship and allegedly disclosed to friends and military persotmel that she was "afraid'* of Mr, 
Toolasprashad. Prior to this non-judicial aaion by the military court, Mr. Toolasprashad had served 
in the military for 4 years and received numerous commendations for his work ethic and job 
performance. He reported receiving training in a variety of areas and being familiar wth several types 
of firearms. 

Over the course of the past fifteen years as a federal prisoner, Mr, Toolasprashad has received 
superior ratings from his supervisors and recommendations for superior programming, additional 
good time and parole. He has worked as a volunteer, taught classes and saved the lives of two 
inmates. In terms of disciplinary actions, Mr„ Toolasprashad received four disciplinary actions for . 
refusing to obey an order, being insolent to staff (2) and lying or falsifying statements. 



behavioral Observatiortsr 



Mr. Toolasprashad was cooperative throughout the evaluation. He voluntarily submitted j 
documentation of his work evaluations, certificates of completed training and accommodation^ 
Cg ceived while m tKe Ar my and the Bureau of Prisons ) During the course of the evaluation period, 
he insisted thBtSIsevaiuafion should be a priority of the psychology department. In one instance, he 
presented paperwork suggesting hisevaluation needed to be completed prior to atriaMatie scheduled 
for July 6v 2000. Uponexaminatton.of the documents, it was determined that the scheduled court date 
-was for a matter entirely unrelated to this evaluation. 

According to inforaiatiou received from the Unit team at FCI Petersburg, Mr. Toolasprashad verbally 
confronted members of his Unit team and threatened to file a complaint because the team did not have 
all of the documentation he deemednecessary,ia his Bureau of Prison (BOP) file. According to his 
Case Manager, Mr. Toolasprashad questioned her understanding of BOP policy regarding being seen 
by his unit team. Mr. Toolasprashad insisted that he was not required to meet with team members 
as a matter of policy. 

Mr. Toolasprashad appeared to put forth good effort and demonstrated good frustration tolerance 
on all tasks. He was self critical when h- failed to perform at his expected level and often verbalized 
excuses for not performing well such as "I am tired"; " I did not sleep well last night"; and ^T did not 
expect this type of test in my evaluation" He did not perform well on dmed tasfe and approached 
most tasks at a slow and deliberate pace. His self criticism continued in spite of repeated reassurances 
from the examiner. • 

Mental Status 

Mr. Toolasprashad arrived on time for all of his scheduled appointments. He was dressed and 
groomed appropriately. He was oriented to time and place, communicated in a logical and coherent 
rnanner and did not appear to be responding to any internal stimuli. His mood was neither 
significantly elevated ordepressedHedemed any thoughts ofharming himself or another Individual. 
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Name: Latchmie Toolasprashad . 

Registratioa Kumben 10975-056 
Date of Birth: September 7,^15^ 

Test Results 

On a commonly used test of intellectual fianctiomng, Mr. Tocfasprashad performed at a level 
suggestive oflow average intellectual functioning. His overall inteiligence quotient was 82, His 
verbal intelligence quotient v/a$ S7 and his performance inteUigence quotient was 79. The difference 
between his verbal and performance levels is not significant. Mr. Toolasprashad's performance on 
this intelligence test was consistent with previous inteUectual testing on forensic evaluations 
completed in May and October of 1 986. 

Mr. Toolasprashad 's perforniance on the verbal subtests suggests that understanding and identiiying 
the relation between verbally presented objects and behaviors is an area of relative weakness for him. 
In regards to his scores on the performance subtests, his ability to recognize similarities between 
visually presented stimuli is an area of relative strength for him. Given his level of education and 
work experiences, it appears as if Mr. Toolasprashad has worked hard to compensate for his 
intellectual deficits and Is able to communicate and present himself in a manner suggestive of a higher 
ievel of intellectual fiinctioning. 

Mr. Toolasprashad's performance on a neurological screening did not indicate the presence of any 
organic impairments. His performance on the memory portion of the test was at the lower end of the 
average range. 

Mr. Toolasprashad's performance on an objective measure of personality is thought to accurately 
reflect his personality fiiactLoning and is not suggestive of any form of significant psychological 
impairment. His profile suggests he has a tendency to minimize any form of mental distress, is likely 
to manifest mental distress ta the form of physical cOEnplaints and to present himself in a favorable 
manner. Given the nature and the importance of this evaluation, this type of presentation "is not 
unusual and is consistent with his behaviors since his incarceration. For example, Mr: Toolasprashad 
voluntarily submitted copies of documents he deemed important to be included in the report, he was 
complimentary towards the examiner aiid the psychology department and sought volunteer 
employment opportunities at FCI Petersburg. 

Individuals whom obtain personality profiles similar to Mr, Toolasprashad*s are generally described. 
as egocentric and nardssistic. These individuals typically resort to indirect and de^4o^lS means to gain 
attention and affection, do not express resentment or hostility directly and are superficial and lack 
maturity in bterpersonal and romantic relationships. These individuals are also described 
varied interests and may find enjoyment in non-traditional employment and recreational actr/ifi(r^ 

Consistent with the objective personality testing, his performance on projective testing does !!?ot 
suggest the presence of any psychotic or significant mental health problems. His projective themes 
centered around feelings of self blame^ regret, responsibility and the importance of family. His 
responses were not unusual given the circumstances and the importance of this evaluation '^ '^'"*^ 
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Name: LatchmioTooIasprashad 5 

Registration Number: 10975-056 
Date of Birth: September 7, 1973 

Diagnostic Impression 

Based on the informatiGn gathered during the course oEtiiis evaluation and the diagnostic criteria set 
forth in the Dia^ostic and Statistical Mamial-Fda rt h Editio a, Mr. Tootasprashad received the 
following diagnosis: 

Axis I: No Diagnosis 

Axis II: Narcissistic Personality Disorder 

Axis III: Noae 

Prognosis 

Individuals with a diagnosis of Narcissistic Personality Disorder, are typically sensitive to criticism, 
defeat or rejection and display grandiose behaviors. The feelings associated with criticisrti^defeat and 
rejection are generally referred to as narcissistic injuries; They tend to react with disdain, rage or 
defiant counteraUack, These experiences either lead to social isolation or a mask of humility which 
may mask and protect the grandiosity. Interpersonal relations are typically impaired due to problems 
derived from erttitlement, the need for admiration and the relative disregard for the sensitivities of 
others. Long term feelings of shame or humiliation and the attendant self-criticism may be associated 
with social withdrawal and/or depression. Personality disorders are long term, enduring, 
characterologicai: deficits in functianing that are present in a variety of context and whose onset can 
be traced to adolescence Individuals diagnosed with a personality disorder generally have an 
unpr edictive outcome. For example, these individuals generally experience difficulties maintaining 
employment and establishing and maintaining relationships. 

Assessment of Dangerousness 

It is difficult to predict future dangerous behaviors. However, the best predictor of future dangerous 
behavior is previous dangerous behavior An assessment of dangerousness or risk should include an 
evaluation of the individual's propensity to commit future acts that would endanger the public and/or 
themselves. Among the factors most salient to a reoccurrence of an individuals past behaviors which 
place him at a greater risk of dangerousness are demographic factors, past acts of aggressi on, serious 
mental illness, denial or lack of insight into the mental illness, psychopathy, substance abuse, use of 
a weapon and lack of compliance v/ith medication/treatment. 

Araong the factors that suggest Mr, Toolasprashad is least likely to present as a Hanger to the public 
or to himself is his age, ethnicity, lack of past physically aggressive behaviors, lack of serious mental 
illness diagnoses, lack of the previous use of a weapon and his behaviors while incarcerated. All of 
these factors have been associated with a low risk for dangerous behaviors. Individuals within certain 
age and ethnic groups are least likely to present as dangerous to themselves or society. Mr. 
Toolasprashad is in his mid; 30*s and is of Asian-Indian descent Both of these factors place him 
within a group of individuals who are least likely to engage in dangerous behaviors. 

Mr. Toolasprashad's persoriaMty profile presents the greatest area of concern in terms of future 
dangerous behavior. He initiaily presents as helpful, engaging, eager to please and trustworthy. He 
attempts to establish lerationships with people whom he perceives as being on a level similar to his 
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own and who can appreciate his unique talents and abilities. He may expend a great deal of time and 
energy in developbg these relationships and may put forth similar efforts to maintain these 
relationships. His iiiitial presentation will be consistent until he feels that his eBTorts are unappreciated 
or that the recipient of his efforts is critical or no longer worthy of his effort. At this time, Mr, 
Toolasprashad may exhibit a haughtiness or arrogance not previously seen which will be the result 
of an actual or perceived slight, rejection or criticism. His manner of responding to the actual or 
perceived slight, criticism or rejection will be to either internalize or externalize the emotional pain. 
If the slight, rejection or criticism Is internalized, he may present as depressed or anxious. If the 
slight, rejection or criticism is externalized, the likelihood of future dangerous behavior increases. 
It is important to note, that the probability of Mr Toolasprashad being the perpetrator of any 
behavior likely to harm another is minimal. His involvement may be limited to the plarming and 
design of the act with another individual actually executing the plan. 

Summary and Recom mendations 

Mr. Toolasprashad is a 36 year old man convicted of Aidmg and Abetting in a Murder He has not 
presented as a problem imnate over the course of the past 15 years and has programmed well Of all 
the factors associated with an increased risk of future dangerousness, it is his diagnosis ofNarcissistic 
Personality Disorder that presents with the most concern. The tendency of individuals diagnosed with 
tliis type of personality disorder to indirectly respond to being slighted or rejected in sometimes 
inappropriate means is a concern. 

All things considered, Mr. Toolasprashad is not believed to personally be at great risk of fiiture 
dangerousness. He is most likely to respond in non-lethal means and if the situation calls for fiirther 
responses, he is likely to enlist the help of another in order to initiate more lethal responses. He will 
enlist the help of an additional individual to keep himself from engaging in behaviors deemed "belov/' 
someone of his capacity. 

Irrespective of whether Mr. Toolasprashad receives parole, it is highly recommended that he 
participate in some form of anger management and assert iveness skill training. Participation in ^base 
programs may help him to directly express his frustration and anger in a more socially accQpubii^ 
manner and may help to lessen the likelihood of future dangerousness to himself and to o^^- "^ 




KendraL.Pugh,%±l. 
Clinical Psychologist 



Ja*ieD. Berry, PkD.^ 



Psychology Intern 
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Psychological Evaluation ^--^^ '" ^>.Q>^^ 

Federal Correctional Institution-Petersburg 
Petersburg, Virginia 

Name: Latchniie Toolasprashad Marital Status: Single 

Registration Number: 10975-056 Gender: Male 

Date of Birth: September 7, 1963 Dates of Evaluation: June 23 . 

through My U, 2000 

Pur pose of the Evaluation 

The Parole Board requested a psychological evaluation for Mr. Toolasprashad 's parole hearing. 

Assessment Instruments and Eva luative Procedures 

Clinical Interview 

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-Third Edition 

Incomplete Sentences Blank 

Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test 

Presentence Investigation Report 

Background Information 

Mr. Toolasprashad: is a 36 year old male of Asian-Indian descent. He is currently serving a life 
sentence for Aiding and Abetting in a Murder. He is originally from Guayana, South America and 
is the fifth bom of six children. At the age of 14, he and has family moved to the United States where 
he eventually graduated from high school and joiaed the military in 19SI. While incarcerated, Mr. 
Toolasprashad completed the requirements for a B achelor of Science degree which he obtained from 
Park College in Parlcsville, Missouri in 1993. 

Mr. Toolasprashad denied a family history of mental illness, physical or sexual abuse, violence or 
substance use. Mr. Toolasprashad also denied a history of substance abuse or use. His self report, 
however, contradicts information presented in the Pre-Sentence Investigation (PSI) report. 
According to the PSI, Mr. Toolasprashad reponed drinking excessively while stationed in Europe 
in 1992 and he also reported using cocaine on at least one occasion. According to a United States 
Government Memorandum dated March 1; 2000^ Mr. Toolasprashad reported a history of problem 
alcohol use on an application for a f esidentiai drug program dated September 1 0, 1 998: 

In terms of mental health history, Mr. Toolasprashad received a competency evaluation from FCI 
Butner in Aprils 1 9S6 and a competency and sanity evaluation from FMC Rochester in October, 1 9S6 . 
While being evaluated at FCI Butner, Mr; Toolasprashad reported feelings of sadness, dtfScuUy 
sleeping, weight loss and poor appetite. He was prescribed Slnequan and Elavil, both anti-depressaat 
tnedicatioas: During this evaluation period, Mr. Toolasprashad also reported auditory and visual 
hallucinations instructing Mm to isolate and kill himself He attempted suicide by overdose of anti- 
depressant medications on April 6, 1986, At the conclusion of the eyatluatioij period^ it was 
determined that Mt Toolasprashad was unable to adequately assist In his own defense and was found " " 
incompetents to stand trial: His dagnoses were Probable Paranoia; rule out SchizophremX Paranoid 
type and a Gompulsive Personality Disorder. 
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Name:LatchmieToolasprasKad 2 

Registration Number: 10975-056 
Date of Birth: September 7, 1973 

On July 3, 1986, Mr. Toolasprashad v/as admitted to FMC Rochester for a competency and sanity 
evaluation. At some point during his evaluation, Mr. Toolasprashad was placed under continuous 
suicide watch after large doses of medication were confiscated from his possession. At that time, Mr. 
Toolasprashad was described as a *'chronic suicide risk'* given his recent attempt at FCI Butner and 
his self-report and unverified multiple suicide attempts in the past. During this evaluation period, it 
was deemed that Mr. Toolasprashad was attempting to be deceptive in his report of auditory and 
visual hallucinations and possibly his self-report of depression. Mr. Toolasprashad was prescribed 
anti-psychotic medications which did not result in a decrease in his reported hallacinations. In 
addition, a medical examination revealed that Mr. Toolasprashad had gained weight during a period 
of time when he claimed to be too depressed to eat and had not eaten in 4 days. Af the conclusion 
of his evaluation period at FMC Rochester, Mr. Toolasprashad was deemed competent to stand trial, 
sane at the time of his alleged offense and sane at the time of the evaluation. His diagnosis was }4sK.td 
Personality Disorder with Narcissistic and Antisocial features. 

Mr. Toolasprashad did not have any criminal justice involvement prior to his current offense. In 
terms of his offense, Mr. Toolasprashad repeatedly stated during this evaluation that he accepts full 
responsibility for his actions, even though he acknowledged he did not commit the crime for which 
he is currently incarcerated. He stated that accepting responsibility for the crime will help him secure 
parole. In spite of Mr. Toolasprashad's verbal acknowledgment of responsibility for the crime, his 
version of the offense differs from the official report on several key points. For example, Mr. 
Toolasprashad reported that he had broken off the reiationship with the victim because she was seeing 
other individuals while they were dating. In addition^ he claims that he did not know his co-defendant 
prior to the offense. He reported intervening in a domestic dispute between the victim and his co- 
defendant aiierwitnessitig the victim being verbally and physically abused and threatened with the loss 
of her life. Mr. -Toolasprashad fijither alleges that he was threatened with bodily hann by his co- 
defendant if he continued to Intervene in their domestic dispute. 

According to the official report, Mr. Toolasprashad was introduced to his co-defendant at a p;ii:ty 
held by mutual fiiends. Mr, Toolasprashad was angry with the victim because she had repf^r^i rdN 
rejected his proposals for marriage and her decision not to be romantically involved with him. Civ ^ 'i^ 
next day, Mr. Toolasprashad approached his co-defendant with the idea of killing the vir Htr^ ' , t •. 
Toolasprashad offered to pay his GO-defendant $20,000 and to buy him a new cgr to kill tUu v. ':■>., 
On December 13, 1985, Mr, Toolasprashad, in the company of his co-defendant, purcha.^d :i 
shotgun, ammaunition, a hacksaw and a file. On December 14, 1985,Mr. Toolasprashad --i^ . ,: 
a local automobile dealership where Ms co-defendant had chosen a car and contacted his bmk m^ 
a family member about money. Mr. Toolasprashad gave instructions to his co-defendant on hutf £o 
canycut the murder. The victim was shot with a sawed off shotgun on December 1 5, 1985 and ded 
on December 16, 1 985. 

TOle in the militaiy, Mr. Toolasprashad was charged with impersonating a Criminal Investigat?.om 
Division Agent, Impersonating an Officer, Forgery, SoUciting another to Commit an Offeu;.c -.ul 
Falsi^ng Official Documents. He received a non-judictal action wliich resulted in a loss of pay tor 
,two months^and a reduction in military rank. He allegedly committed these acts to impress the victim 
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